
AUBURN URBAN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
AND 

Auburn City Council CITY COUNCIL 
MINUTES 
May 7, 2007 

JOINT SESSION 
 

 
The Joint Session of the Auburn Urban Development Authority and the Auburn 
City Council was held in the Council Chambers, City Hall, 1225 Lincoln Way, 
Auburn, California on Monday, May 7, 2007 at 6:00 p.m. with Mayor/Chair 
Robert Snyder presiding and City Clerk/Secretary Joseph G.R. Labrie recording 
the minutes. 
 
CALL TO ORDER      
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
ROLL CALL: 
 

Council Members Present: J. M. Holmes, Kevin Hanley, Keith 
Nesbitt, Bridgett Powers, Bob Snyder 

 
 Council Members Absent: None 
 

Authority Members Present: J. M. Holmes, Kevin Hanley, Keith 
Nesbitt, Bridgett Powers, Bob Snyder 

 
Authority Members Absent: None 

 
 Staff Members Present:  City Manager Robert Richardson  
     
 1. Public Comment 
 
 None 
 
2. Consideration of Adoption of Amendments to the Auburn 

Redevelopment Project and an Amended and Restated 
Redevelopment Plan for the Auburn Redevelopment Project 

  
Ernest Glover stated that the only new resolution before the Council is 
one adopting a statement of responses to objections by two parties, the 
County of Placer and the Auburn Cemetery District.  Iris Yang stated that 
the Planning Commission had just met and concurred in the proposed 
deletion of some parcels from the amendment area. 
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Iris Yang provided an overview of the public hearing process, what has 
been accomplished to date and what needs to accomplished.  She 
explained the resolutions before the Council. She advised that Council 
would now be asked to approve a number of actions, as required by law.  
 
Council Member Hanley discussed the prohibition of eminent domain for 
private purposes, “namely the transfer of one private property to another” 
private person.  He stated his support of the expansion of the 
redevelopment area, but wanted to make certain that redevelopment is 
consistent with small town values and political integrity.  His concern was 
with future city administrations that may view city redevelopment 
differently than the current Council.   
 
Council Member Holmes stated that he was in agreement with Council 
Member Hanley.  He said that he would support including in the ordinance 
that the city will not use eminent domain to transfer private property to 
another private party. 
 
Council Member Nesbitt stated that he concurred to a certain extent.  He 
said that part of the responsibility falls on the electorate to make certain 
they are knowledgeable of future candidates’ views.  However, he stated 
that he would support the ordinance clause in order to make certain that 
private property can not be transferred to other private individuals via 
eminent domain.  
 
In response to Council Member Powers, Ms. Yang explained eminent 
domain through the redevelopment plan process.  She advised that the 
redevelopment agency does have the authority to acquire property for 
public purposes or to be conveyed to another private party.  The 
Redevelopment Plan sets the limitations on the agency.  Ms. Yang said 
there is a twelve-year time limit on the ability of an agency to use eminent 
domain. The agency must amend the redevelopment plan to extend that 
time limit.  She advised that there is a new law that requires any agency 
with eminent domain authority to adopt an ordinance describing the 
eminent domain program.  She explained property obtained through 
eminent domain is an extremely expensive and time-consuming process.  
 
Ernest Glover added that relocation laws of the State of California allow 
for agency involvement in assisting a business owner displaced by the 
use of eminent domain.  He advised that it has been his experience that 
communities have related less to the use of eminent domain and more 
towards business relocation and its financial issues. 
 
Council Member Nesbitt stated that if eminent domain, to be utilized from 
private party to private party, is removed by the current council, a future 
council could amend the plan.  He stated that he is concerned with the 
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people who had spoken during the public hearing and did not want “to 
give them a false sense of security.” 

 
In response to Council Member Powers request for clarification, Ms. Yang 
advised that some cities limit eminent domain authority geographically as 
opposed to type of use.  In answer to Mayor Snyder’s question, Ms. Yang 
explained that according to the new state law, how the agency plans to 
use the eminent domain program must be stated prior to July 1, 2007.   
 
Mayor Snyder stated that he was reluctant to take action without public 
comment on the eminent domain program and was reluctant to micro-
manage future Councils.   He stated, “Without the threat and use of 
eminent domain, you will seriously cripple your flexibility.”  He said he 
trusts future leaders to reflect the values of the community.  Therefore, he 
advised that he would not support the private party to private party 
proposed restriction on the use of eminent domain.  
 
City Manager Richardson recommended providing “the broadest array of 
tools” for the agency’s use.  
 
Discussion of the content of the ordinance, its language and the 
Redevelopment Plan, with respect to restricting eminent domain, 
continued with Council Member Holmes, Hanley, Nesbitt, Powers, Mayor 
Snyder, City Manager Robert Richardson, and Iris Yang.  City Manager 
Richardson explained that the issue at hand is not whether there should 
be eminent domain or not.  He advised that in the upcoming weeks the 
Council will refine and restrict eminent domain and discussion will be open 
to public comment. 
 
By RESOLUTION 07-03 of the Auburn Urban Development Authority 
approve its report on the Amended and Restated Redevelopment Plan for 
the Auburn Redevelopment Project from the AUDA to the City Council.  
MOTION:  Nesbitt/Hanley/Approved 5:0 
 
By RESOLUTON 07-04 of the Auburn Urban Development Authority 
approve the finding that the use of taxes allocated from the amendment 
area for the purposes of improving, increasing and preserving the 
community’s supply of low- and moderate-income housing outside the 
boundaries of the Auburn Redevelopment Project Area will be of benefit 
to the project.  MOTION:  Holmes/Hanley/Approved 5:0 
 
By RESOLUTION 07-05 of the Auburn Urban Development Authority 
certify the final environmental impact report for the Amended and 
Restated Redevelopment Plan for the Auburn Redevelopment Project.  
MOTION:  Hanley/Holmes/Approved 5:0 
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By RESOLUTION 07-06 of the Auburn Urban Development Authority 
recommend the deletion of certain property from the boundaries of the 
amendment area for the Auburn Redevelopment Project.  MOTION:  
Nesbitt/Hanley/Approved 5:0 

 
By RESOLUTION 07-48 of the Auburn City Council adopt findings in 
response to written objections received from affected taxing entities or 
property owners on adoption of an amendment to the Redevelopment 
Plan for the Auburn Redevelopment Project.  MOTION:  Holmes/Hanley/ 
Approved 4:0 (Snyder absent) 
 
By RESOLUTION 07-49 of the Auburn City Council find that the use of 
taxes allocated from the amendment area for the purposes of improving, 
increasing and preserving the community’s supply of low- and moderate-
income housing outside the boundaries of the Auburn Redevelopment 
Project area will be of benefit to the project.  MOTION:  Hanley/Holmes/ 
Approved 5:0 
 
By RESOLUTION 07-50 of the Auburn City Council make findings as to 
the final environmental impact report for the Amended and Restated 
Redevelopment Plan for the Auburn Redevelopment Project.  MOTION:  
Hanley/Powers/Approved:  5:0  
 
By ORDINANCE 07-05 of the Auburn City Council amend Ordinance Nos. 
87-4, 99-5 and 07-04, amending the Redevelopment Plan for the Auburn 
Redevelopment Project, and approving and adopting the Redevelopment 
Project, and approving and adopting the Amended and Restated 
Redevelopment Plan for the Auburn Redevelopment Project.  MOTION:  
Hanley/Powers/Approved 5:0 
 

ADJOURNMENT 
 
Mayor Pro Tem/Vice Chair, without objection, adjourned the meeting at 
7:22 p.m. 

 
       ________________________ 
       Robert Snyder, Mayor 
 
       _________________________ 
       Robert Snyder, Chair 
_________________________ 
Joseph G. R. Labrie, City Clerk 
 
 
_________________________ 
Joseph G. R. Labrie, Chair 
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Minutes transcribed by Anne Cooey, Deputy City Clerk. 


